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time, we have not committed to recapi-
talizing our fighter fleet of F–22s and 
F–35s in the number necessary to meet 
validated military requirements. It 
takes almost 20 years to develop, test 
and field a new advanced weapons sys-
tem. If we take more ‘‘holidays from 
history’’ we leave our Nation and fu-
ture generations at risk. This Nation 
has taken for granted our traditional 
air superiority. And General Moseley 
was right to have pointed out these 
vulnerabilities. 

We never know in advance our next 
adversary. We must be prepared and 
strong for both asymmetric threats as 
well as resurgent adversarial nations, 
and General Moseley understood this 
very well. 

The Air Force is still called upon 
around the clock to undertake combat 
missions, targeted air strikes, deliver 
troops and cargo and provide intel-
ligence platforms. 

Our ground forces have come to rely 
on the Air Force, mainly because, well, 
they’re so competent. And that’s no ac-
cident. General Moseley understood 
this because he was there actually 
commanding airmen in combat oper-
ations. 

General Moseley recognized the na-
tional security implications posed by 
the growing cybersecurity threat. He 
did not just wring his hands. He took 
concrete actions to establish the Air 
Force Cyber Command Initiative. He 
oversaw the historic development of 
Unmanned Aerial Vehicles in combat, 
and also instituted training to help in-
still a ‘‘warrior ethos’’ in the Air 
Force. He should be commended for 
that vision. 

I am proud of General Moseley. His 
sense of responsibility to the Air 
Force’s overall mission led him to 
voice legitimate with Congress on mat-
ters like serious deficiencies in aircraft 
modernization, even at the risk of his 
career. To me, this is real integrity. 
When we have hearings on the Armed 
Services Committee, what we’re after 
is the real truth, unvarnished and 
unblinking. We’re not looking for a 
sanitized version. General Moseley was 
an advocate for modernization, and 
this advocacy is something which, 
though he was absolutely correct in 
both fact and merit, earned him criti-
cisms where he should have found sup-
port. 

The Secretary of Defense cited a fail-
ure of leadership within the Air Force 
in regards to its nuclear mission. Those 
are indeed serious charges, but the De-
partment of Defense shares the respon-
sibility through the impact of both 
budget cuts and BRAC mandates. 
These cuts clearly de-funded and de- 
emphasized nuclear matters. Cuts that 
were not the Air Force’s preferred 
choice have taken a toll, and those 
budgets cuts must be acknowledged 
and corrected by this and future secre-
taries if we are truly going to address 
shortfalls in nuclear surety matters. I 
know that first-hand, as even I have 
had to request funding additions to 

cover documented shortfalls in the 
Minuteman III modernization program. 

So in conclusion, Mr. Speaker, I want 
to thank General Michael Moseley, as 
well as Secretary Michael Wynne, for 
their dedicated public service to our 
Nation and our fighting men and 
women. From where I sit as a member 
of the Armed Services Committee, I be-
lieve that both these Air Force leaders 
can hold their heads high. I believe 
they are both men of great personal in-
tegrity, and I wish them well in their 
future endeavors. 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Texas (Mr. BURGESS) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. BURGESS addressed the House. 
His remarks will appear hereafter in 
the Extensions of Remarks.) 

f 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Florida (Mr. WELDON) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

(Mr. WELDON of Florida addressed 
the House. His remarks will appear 
hereafter in the Extensions of Re-
marks.) 
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THE NEW MANHATTAN PROJECT 
FOR ENERGY INDEPENDENCE 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. FORBES) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FORBES. Mr. Speaker, in 1961 
President John F. Kennedy laid out a 
bold challenge, to put a man on the 
moon in less than 10 years. At the 
time, people called it unreasonable and 
absurd to put a man where no human 
had stepped before, using technology 
that hadn’t even been developed yet, 
and to do it in less than 10 years 
seemed impossible. 

But what we saw come out of that 
decade was a Nation that continued to 
defy the odds and achieve the seem-
ingly impossible. When Neil Armstrong 
opened the door of Apollo 11 and set 
foot on the surface of the moon, he em-
bodied the very essence of America, 
combining our hopes, our dreams and 
our determination. Americans rose to 
the challenge and changed the course 
of history. 

Today we face a new challenge. The 
national average for a gallon of gaso-
line is now $4.07. Gas prices have risen 
nearly 75 percent since the Democratic 
majority took control just a year and a 
half ago. And this isn’t a coincidence. 

The majority’s policy since taking 
power has been to restrict domestic en-
ergy production and increase taxes and 
regulations on U.S. energy suppliers. 
Simple economics tells us that lim-
iting the supply of oil will increase 
costs. At a time when families in my 
district and across the country are 
struggling every day to cope with sky-
rocketing prices and a slowing econ-
omy, this is outrageous and irrespon-
sible. 

We continue to get the bulk of our 
energy fossil fuels, and 60 percent of 
that comes from foreign nations that, 
in many cases, do not share our inter-
ests. This is not just an economic prob-
lem. It’s a national security crisis that 
demands both short and long-term so-
lutions. We must increase our oil sup-
ply in the short-term, but we must also 
launch a national effort to harness 
American innovation if we hope to suc-
ceed in the long-term. 

Like the first Manhattan Project 
that was established to insure the secu-
rity of our Nation during World War II, 
today our national security depends on 
our ability to produce reliable sources 
of energy to fuel our economy and our 
national defense, independent from 
other nations. 

That’s why I’ve introduced a bold 
new initiative that will put us on the 
path to energy independence. The New 
Manhattan Project for Energy Inde-
pendence, H.R. 6260, challenges the 
United States to achieve 50 percent en-
ergy independence in 10 years, and 100 
percent energy independence in 20 
years tape, and establishes a commis-
sion to lay out a plan to get there. A 
lot of people had talked about it, but it 
was time to put forth a bill and do 
something about it. That’s what H.R. 
6260 does. 

Additionally, the bill sets out seven 
major goals that will put our Nation on 
this path. The New Manhattan Project 
will bring together the best and bright-
est minds in our Nation and encourage 
American innovation by awarding 
major cash prizes to anyone who suc-
cessfully reaches one of these goals. 

Specifically, Americans will be chal-
lenged to develop ways to double CAFE 
standards to 70 miles per hour, while 
making these vehicles affordable to 
consumers; improve home and energy 
efficiency by 50 percent on a wide scale, 
develop a solar power plant that costs 
no more than a coal-consuming power 
plant; make the production and use of 
biofuels cost-competitive with stand-
ard gasoline fuel; safely and cheaply 
store carbon emissions from coal-pow-
ered plants; safely store neutralized 
nuclear waste; and lastly, to produce 
sustainable electricity from a nuclear 
fusion reaction. 

The processes to reach these goals 
are neither simple nor cheap, and many 
Americans may think them impossible. 
To make it possible for the inventor, 
researcher or company that achieves 
any of these goals, my proposal would 
provide significant cash prizes to the 
first person who reaches each of these 
goals. And to assist those who have 
promising ideas in these areas to help 
our country achieve energy independ-
ence, $10 billion will be set aside for 
grants to fund promising lines of re-
search. In total, this bill would supply 
the same level of resources on the same 
scale as the original Manhattan 
Project, which is a total of $24 billion. 

It is, in fact, possible that even after 
the major investments proposed in this 
bill, we may not be 100 percent energy 
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